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Application Papers 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, requires the specification to be written in "full, 
clear, concise, and exact terms." The specification is replete with terms and language 
which are not clear, concise and exact. The entire specification should be revised 
carefully in order to comply with 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph. An example of unclear, 
inexact or verbose terminology used in the specification is as follows: The sentence 
starting on page 2, line 24 and ending on page 3, line 2, is unclear. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 17-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention, s 

In claim 17, line 4, the terminology, "deferred pickup transaction" is confusing in 
that the transaction appears to be a delivery transaction, not a "pickup" transaction. In 
claim 17, line 13, the terminology, "as processes upon prepayment" is confusing in that 
it is not understood how the process steps can include a step of "nonpayment" (line 16) 
when the language implies that prepayment has been received (i.e., "processes upon 
prepayment"). In claim 17, lines 14+, it is not clear whether the management control 
unit itself (i.e., automatically) executes the steps or whether the control unit merely ' 
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processes an input or function by another machine or person. For example, it is not 
clear whether the step of "an input of a delivery date" is performed by the control unit 
itself or whether the control unit merely processes an input by another machine or 
person. In claim 17, line 18, it is not clear whether the management control unit itself 
executes "an input of the slip number" or whether the control unit merely processes an 
input by another machine or person. In claim 17, line 17, it is not clear whether the 
terminology "sales" refers to the same sales claimed in lines 5 and 7, or to a separate 
distinct sales. 

In claim 18, line 4, the terminology, "deferred pickup transaction" is confusing in 
that the transaction appears to be a delivery transaction, not a "pickup" transaction. In 
claim 18, line 13, the terminology, "as processes upon prepayment" is confusing in that 
it is not understood how the process steps can include a step of "nonpayment" (line 16) 
when the language implies that prepayment has been received (i.e., "processes upon 
prepayment"). In claim 18, lines 14+, it is not clear whether the management control 
unit itself (i.e., automatically) executes the steps or whether the control unit merely 
processes an input or function by another machine or person. For example, it is not 
clear whether the step of "an input of a delivery date" is performed by the control unit 
itself or whether the control unit merely processes an input by another machine or 
person. In claim 18, line 18, it is not clear whether the management control unit itself 
executes "an input of the slip number" or whether the control unit merely processes an 
input by another machine or person. In claim 18, line 19, it is not clear whether the 
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terminology "sales" refers to the same sales claimed in lines 5 and 7, or to a separate 
distinct sales. 

In claim 19, line 9, the terminology, "predelivery" is not clearly understood (i.e., is 
the delivery before the "occurrence" of the transaction or before payment or both?). In ~ 
claim 19, line 14, the terminology, "as processes upon prepayment" is confusing in that 
it is not understood how the process steps can include a step of " zero payment" (line 
16) when the language implies that prepayment has been received (i.e., "processes 
upon prepayment"). In claim 19, lines 13+, it is not clear whether the management 
control unit itself (i.e., automatically) executes the steps or whether the control unit 
merely processes an input or function by another machine or person. For example, it is 
not clear whether the step of "an input of a delivery date" is performed by the control 
unit itself or whether the control unit merely processes an input by another machine or 
person. In claim 19, line 18, it is not clear whether the management control unit itself 
executes "the input of said slip number" or whether the control unit merely displays the 
information as a result of an action another machine or person. In claim 19, line 16, it is 
not clear whether the terminology "sales" refers to the same sales claimed in lines 5 and 
7, or to a separate distinct sales. In claim 19, line 17, the terminology, "as processes 
upon payment" is confusing in that it is not understood how the process steps can 
include the step of " an amount of payment, and in case of zero balance" (implying that 
there are cases when there is not a zero balance) when the language implies that 
payment has been received (i.e., "processes upon payment"). 
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In claim 20, line 9, the terminology, "predelivery" is not clearly understood (i.e., is 
the delivery before the "occurrence" of the transaction or before payment or both?). In 
claim 20, line 13, the terminology, "as processes upon prepayment" is confusing in that 
it is not understood how the process steps can include a step of " zero payment" (line 
15) when the language implies that prepayment has been received (i.e., "processes 
upon prepayment"). In claim 20, lines 13+, it is not clear whether the management 
control unit itself (i.e., automatically) executes the steps or whether the control unit 
merely processes an input or function by another machine or person. For example, it is 
not clear whether the step of "an input of a delivery date" is performed by the control 
unit itself or whether the control unit merely processes an input by another machine or 
person. In claim 20, line 18, it is not clear whether the management control unit itself 
executes "the input of said slip number" or whether the control unit merely displays the 
information as a result of an action another machine or person. In claim 20, line 18, it is 
not clear whether the terminology "sales" refers to the same sales claimed in lines 5 and 
7, or to a separate distinct sales. In claim 20, line 17, the terminology, "as processes 
upon payment" is confusing in that it is not understood how the process steps can 
include the step of " a sum-up of sales amounts in case of a zero balance" (implying 
that there are cases when there is not a zero balance) when the language implies 
that payment has been received (i.e., "processes upon payment"). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 17-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yamada et al. in view of Zaiken et al. and further in view of Official Notice. 

Yamada et al. disclose POS hardware for the execution of transactions including 
an outstanding balance settling machine. 

Yamada et al. lack the specific teaching of the type code information and the 
specific sequential steps being executed by the apparatus. 

Zaiken et al. teach that it is well known in the art to maintain records defining 
various types of transactions including incomplete transactions. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Yamada et al. to include type code information, in view of Zaiken et 
al., in order to provide a means for "defining transactions" (See for example, Zaiken et 
al.Col.3, line 41). 

The Examiner takes Official Notice that the executed steps by the management 
control unit were well known in the art at the time of the invention. 

For example: Sears stores have been selling appliances on a prepayment, post- 
delivery basis for years and it further has delivered goods to preferred customers prior 
to receiving payment. The exact sequence of the steps are a matter of design choice 
that would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to achieve a desired result. 
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Sample equivalence of claim 17 limitations to Sears transaction: 

-an issue of an incomplete transaction slip number: Sears system has a 

transaction number associated with each sale. 

-an input of delivery date of goods: Sears system allows this feature for delivery 

of their products. 

-a registration of goods: Sears registers the goods when it scans the barcode 
of the appliance. 

--a registration of an amount of payment: Sears performs this function when it 
sends customer credit card information to a customer's creditor. 

-a confirmation of payment of a total amount: Sears receives confirmation from 
creditor that customer is credit worthy. 

-an error message in case of non-payment: Sears performs this function when 
the customer's credit card is rejected. 

-an issue of a customer copy with said slip number: Sears issues receipts as 
well as invoices. 

-a sum-up of sales: Sears performs accounting functions on product sales for 
tax liability reasons. 

-a display of transaction information by an input of slip number and registration 
of delivery: Sears records deliveries made to customers. 

--a termination of transaction: Sears ensures closure of transactions for tax 
purposes and other accounting functions. 
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Claims 18-20 have similar equivalence to a Sears transaction. 



Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to F. Ryan Zeender whose telephone number is (703) 
308-8351 until April 13 th and (571) 272-6790 thereafter. The examiner can normally be 
reached on Monday-Friday, 8am-5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bob Olszewski can be reached on (703) 308-5183. The receptionist's 
phone number for the Technology center is (703) 308-1 113. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 



F. Zeender 

Primary Examiner, A.U. 3627 
March 9, 2005 




